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terrorist group.” So how should we ex-
pect a national government to treat its
terrorists?

Likewise, our Secretary of State in
1991 gave a signal to Milosevic by say-
ing, “All Yugoslavia should remain a
monolithic state.”” What followed was
to be expected: Serb oppression of the
Croats and the Muslims.

All our wise counsel so freely given
to so many in this region fails to recog-
nize that the country of Yugoslavia
was an artificial country created by
the Soviet masters, just as the borders
of most Middle Eastern countries were
concocted by the British and U.N. reso-
lutions.

The centuries old ethnic rivalries in-
herent in this region, and aggravated
by persistent Western influence as far
back as the Crusades, will never be re-
solved by arbitrary threats and use of
force from the United States or the
United Nations. All that is being ac-
complished is to further alienate the
factions, festering hate and pushing
the region into a war of which we need
no part.

Planning any military involvement
in Kosova is senseless. Our security is
not threatened, and no one has the fog-
giest notion of whether Kofi Annan or
Bill Clinton is in charge of our foreign
policy. The two certainly do not speak
in unison on lragqg.

But we cannot maintain two loyal-
ties, one to a world government under
the United Nations and the other to
U.S. sovereignty protected by an Amer-
ican Congress. If we try, only chaos can
result and we are moving rapidly in
that direction.

Instead of bringing our troops home
from Bosnia, as many Members of Con-
gress have expressed an interest in
doing, over the President’s objection,
we are rapidly preparing for sending
more troops into Kosova. This obses-
sion with worldwide military occupa-
tion by U.S. troops is occurring at the
very time our troops lack adequate
training and preparation.
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This is not a result of too little
money by a misdirected role for our
military, a role that contradicts the
policy of neutrality, friendship, trade
and nonintervention in the affairs of
other nations. The question we should
ask is: are we entitled to, wealthy
enough, or even wise enough to assume
the role of world policemen and protec-
tor of the world’s natural resources?

Under the Constitution, there is no
such authority. Under rules of moral-
ity, we have no authority to force oth-
ers to behave as we believe they
should, and force American citizens to
pay for it not only with dollars, but
with life and limb as well. And by the
rules of common sense, the role of
world policemen is a dangerous game
and not worth playing.

Acting as an honest broker, the U.S.
may help bring warring factions to the
peace table, but never with threats of
war or bribes paid for by the American
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taxpayers. We should stop sending
money and weapons to all factions. Too
often our support finds its way into the
hands of both warring factions and we
never know how long it will be for our
friends and allies of today to become
our enemy and targets of tomorrow.

Concern for American security is a
proper and necessary function of the
U.S. Congress. The current policy, and
one pursued for decades, threatens our
security, drains our wallets, and worst
of all, threatens the lives of young
Americans to stand tall for Americans’
defense, but not for Kofi Annan and the
United Nations.

PLANNING THE 2000 CENSUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, earlier today one of my col-
leagues came to the floor of the House
and complained about the Census Bu-
reau and the Department of Commerce
not providing information about the
2000 Census.

I am here to put the facts of the mat-
ter before the Members of the House so
that they can make up their own minds
about the openness of the planning for
the 2000 Census.

First, let me remind my colleagues
that the process of planning the 2000
Census has been the most open plan-
ning process of any census in history.
The only thing that is closed in this
process is the minds of those who are
opposed to sampling.

First, a few of the facts. As | have
pointed out before, the planning for the
2000 Census has involved an Advisory
Committee of over 50 organizations, in-
cluding House and Senate members
who sit on the authorizing and appro-
priations committees and subcommit-
tees.

In the 102nd and 103rd Congresses,
there were several hearings on the 2000
Census. Unfortunately, there have been
very few since then. The Census Bureau
Director and the Secretary of Com-
merce have held dozens of town hall
meetings to involve the public in the
planning of the 2000 Census. There have
been no secrets in the past about plan-
ning the census and there are no se-
crets today.

Last week, there was much ado about
the plans for a nonsampling census and
some Members have complained be-
cause one has not been produced. Mr.
Speaker, there is a plan for the 2000
Census and it is a good one. Here it is:
The Congress has asked for yet a sec-
ond plan to be developed and that is
being done. But there was no staff at
the Census Bureau to develop a second
plan for a census when that request
was made. Every available staff mem-
ber of the Census Bureau was hard at
work trying to get the 2000 dress re-
hearsal under way, or working on the
Economic Census, or working on one of
the many current population programs
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the Census Bureau is responsible for.
To develop a second plan for the 2000
Census means that they have to hire
new staff. That takes time.

Once that staff has been hired, they
have to be trained before they can be
turned loose to design a census. If
Members think that plan should be
ready today, they either badly mis-
understand the complexity of the task,
or do not care about the quality of the
product. I for one, want to make sure
that the next census is the best pos-
sible. | fear that some of my colleagues
will settle for a census that leaves out
millions of Americans, as long as it
suits their own political purposes.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, | would like to
suggest that there is inappropriate and
appropriate oversight. The opponents
of sampling have repeatedly claimed
that the use of sampling left the census
open to political manipulation by the
political officials at the Commerce De-
partment. Now, it is my understanding
that the Census Subcommittee staff
has requested to interrogate the staff
at the Census Bureau doing some of the
most sensitive statistical work, before
that work is completed.

Why | ask? The Census Bureau of-
fered to give the subcommittee staff
full access to any documents or indi-
viduals once the research was com-
pleted. Why is the subcommittee in-
sisting that they must have access dur-
ing the research process?

Congressional staff has no more rea-
son to interfere with this statistical
process than do officials at the Depart-
ment of Commerce. If the political offi-
cials at Commerce asked for the kind
of access requested by the subcommit-
tee’s staff, they would be turned down.
That is as it should be. The sub-
committee staff needs to learn the dif-
ference between oversight and inter-
ference.

The Census Bureau is an agency of
impeccable integrity. I, for one, stand
here ready to defend their integrity
against any who attack it, be they
Congresspersons, Congressional staff,
or officials in the administration. The
subcommittee staff are not being
stonewalled, they are being told that
there should be no political inter-
ference with the statistics of the cen-
sus. That is correct, and | will defend it
to the end.

CONGRESSIONAL CHILDREN’S
CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, | come today on the floor of
the House for two issues that | think
are extremely important. First of all, |
would like to thank all of the partici-
pants who joined the Congressional
Children’s Caucus today in a hearing
on emotional disorders of children.
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